April 2o, 1969 

u*rl ». 3»lc her, w hiaf 
©e&arsl w riES3 o#atio£ 
trials®! •^iT'iaioa 
Department of 

Washington, D.C. 4. 


D®»? i.r. -^alchaBT, 

If you *®re » judge rath®- than em « ttoraay, would 70a say th« 
racord la eoMiaieat with the contest and ton# of your letter of Marsh £9 
to rss or inconsistent, that you have &mh. op«® with a®, that through you 
th« gopermwist has bees respoasiv®! 


I eakad of you certain materiel to which I be lies* I am entitle*. 
I »ak»4 quoatlosstha answers to *h«a had fep©s pr®ais*4 ia the previews 
ss2ai.aiatratl©a* I halia^a, without heaMiflt of a law 4sgr®«j that tbs 
setorSal S ®©sk ia fsssreatae* 23 ® by tfe» law you sr« 3 upp©e®>i to b@ 


Aad there has sot baea area 
b©*a ®rpect©d to the report that agsats 


th© pro fosse fissial that aii&t 
of the Si 1 had dafeaad as. 


I sefe$4 far the prs® is®4 f&rthar word on the rapprMM* 23swii 
fsrrt® aocussnta. sith Ms death so lose ®&®» there ia hardly justifi*siS*n 
ffer withholding this information on the ground it would damage Mm i®ad he 
he a a® hair* having b©ea usnsrried ®ad ehildlasa). I real ad you that I haws 
pert of this file* da spit® its restricting., sad that what '*■ have 4o«b not 
qualify for withholding, I repeat say previous request far this ssetarlal or 
for sa explanation of its being denial m®„ 



On Marsh 31 1 acted for the ovidene* presented Ir. court ia 
^glsnd in the esa of fas®* Sari Bey, Sow it would see® that what ms 
presented in open court ia public, thet you hove aopiee of it, fcsviag 
presented it, and that there should he no problssa in providing copies to sa®. 
1 asked for permission to road the ireassript* of ti» court proceeding. As® 
you classifying this as "ssc.-at"? 


It Is now a month aiase I r®-^®sats4 copies of os access to the 
statements sad questions of Depertseat of Juatls® atberasya ia Judge hallesk’s 
court the afternoon of tha haeriag oa the pictures and ±-svya sad copies 
of the subsequent motions and the affidavits then filed. dsrtslsly this, what 
your presented in open court, is aoS restricted, Can it he thst the 

government do®® not want its aid® iaelud®d la a book shout r.ae rat- 1 tear* In *ay 
event, I vent to include it, for I do vast to present both aides ® net eliminate 
one, as tae f?ov» risasnt aid, I do hope the now administration will not f 41 las 
the restrictive practises of its predecessor, and thei. the inerdia-ta delay that 
in iaelf ia an interference with s free 9 * 0 os wilr aoatiaaa. 


3 inner sly. 



